02                  WAS IT LUCK OR MOORE ?
L presence of that master of pursuit, have drawn off is army intact. In other words, the essence of [oore's campaign lay in the advance on. Sahagun as reparatory to a retreat that should compel the over-ieldy numbers of the French army to undertake a ursuit where numbers were unavailing, where the nail army might evade the strength of the great one, ad make its very numbers involve it in losses far reater than it could inflict upon the army that it was .1 the time vainly endeavouring to bring to action nder circumstances that would permit of the adequate nployment of its strength.
That being so, the one question that arises is how ,r Moore was contemplating this result from the ^ginning when he decided to attempt his advance pon Napoleon's communications, how far there is tstorical basis for the one criticism to which those ho really wish to understand war will attach more aportance than to the judgment of a whole theatre of lese others. " In Sir John Moore's campaign," said te Duke of Wellington, " I can see but one error; hen he advanced to Sahagun he should have con-dered it as a movement of retreat."1 Southey, Sir [erbert Maxwell, and Mr. Oman have taken the bmost pains to advertise to the whole world that om the very beginning Moore did consider it as a .ovement of retreat. All of them have quoted from letter of Moore's to Sir David Baird written at the .oment when he made up his mind, in consequence of le hope given by the holding out of Madrid, that as >on as he could unite the army, he would advance gainst the communications of the French. "I mean
1 The end of the sentence refers to a different matter, and I shall deal ith it hereafter.    See pp. 376-377, post.check, should, of Napoleon Bonaparte," W. M. Sloane.au piege."   Lanfrey, vol. v. pp. 462, 463.
